
 

  

Federation of Awarding Bodies final response to the Institute for Apprenticeships & 
Technical Education funding consultation 
 
In what capacity are you responding to this consultation? 
representative body 
 
To what extent do you agree/disagree that the proposed model, set out in the 
consultation document, would reflect the range of costs across different 
apprenticeships? 
Disagree 
 
Which costs are not sufficiently reflected? 
No further breakdown of the cost of EPA has been provided in this revised 
model - the use of quotes is a blunt instrument to estimate overall cost. EPAOs 
have done some initial work with the Institute to shed further light on costs 
associated with developing/delivering EPA and our members are continuing 
this work and developing a metric for costing EPA, which we would be happy to 
share. We are keen to work with the Institute on this to ensure greater accuracy 
in EPA costing across all Standards. 
 
To what extent do you agree/disagree that the proposed model, set out in the 
consultation document, provides a transparent model for recommending 
funding bands? 
Disagree 
 
Which aspects need greater transparency? 
EPAOs raised concerns on transparency in terms of the work of those involved 
in reviewing cost information. We do not know who decides whether to accept 
proposed costs or how EPA quotes are moderated by the Institute. 
 
Regarding the ‘independent perspective’ check, there should be individuals 
involved in the review of costs who understand vocational assessment & the 
invisible costs (e.g. cost of amending assessment materials when Standards 
are updated) that come with this. 
 



 

  

To what extent do you agree/disagree that the proposed model, set out in the 
consultation document, is clear? 
Agree 
 
Please provide your thoughts on the following operational challenges that 
would help with transition to a new funding model 
How best can we support trailblazers to provide inputs such as mode of 
training and consumable costs? 
Ask EPAOS to invite trailblazers to share their expertise. EPAOs are not actively 
invited to advise trailblazers on assessment and this had led to a plurality of 
approaches to EPA & proposals that are challenging to deliver to funding within 
the band. 
 
The EPA in some plans is open to interpretation and this,combined with 
inconsistent assessment approaches across Standards, means that EPAOs 
may cost/deliver EPA differently - quotes will vary significantly & are a blunt 
instrument to gauge cost. 
 
How best can we obtain salary data for teaching staff? 
This is a question best suited to providers. 
 
When do you think that smaller group teaching sizes are necessary for 
teaching delivery? 
This is a question best suited to providers. 
 
Do you have other suggestions for how we can review information provided by 
trailblazers in the ‘variable’ element of the proposed model? 
Cost differences in terms of assessor costs and specialist resources required 
for different Standards can vary significantly (one EPAO described how 
assessor fees alone could vary between £200 and more than £500 per day), 
especially where the level/subject is complex and requires niche expertise. The 
volume of apprentices on a particular Standard also has a significant impact 
on cost. These should be considerations when reviewing any proposed fees 
from trailblazers. 
 
 


